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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
se tt,n 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the pnor art are 
uc 1 the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious a. the time the invention was made to a person 
having orainary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall no. be negated by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-18 and 25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fargher et al. 

As per claims 1, 27 and 30, dividing works, jobs, tasks and resources among groups of 
workers in an organization or assembly line is routinely done. Fargher et al discloses a production 
planning system and method for managing resources among group of workers that carry out jobs 
using computers. The system comprises a plurality group of resources whereby each resource 
group has an associated set of processing capabilities which every member of the group is able to 
perform. Fargher et al states that "Since a single semiconductor manufacturing machine may 
perform several different processes, a machine may be a member of several different resource 
groups". Note column 7, lines 19-33. Similarly a worker is a resource and possesses several 
skills and may be a member of more than one group of workers. Fargher et al further discusses 
determining usage of resources in a multitask, multi-resource environment is well known in the art 
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note also column 7, lines 19-33 of Fargher et al. Thus, permission must be obtained by one group 
before using a resource of another group. A first group inhibiting access to a resource thereof 
from another group to which permission to use the resources of the first group is not allocated 
would have been obvious to the skilled artisan in order to avoid conflict and also to meet 
production deadlines. Fargher et al further discloses checking the status of various resources such 
as machines or operators. Note column 5, lines 6-13. Fargher et al also discloses a scheduler for 
tracking work in process and for tracking and directing the flow of work product through the 
factory. Note column 5, lines 27-35 and column 6, lines 15-27 of Fargher et al Since there are 
group of workers (column 5, lines 29-36), the scheduler scheduling the jobs of each group 
according to a procedure specific to the group and information provided by the job monitor 
would have been obvious to the skilled artisan so that resources are not underutilized or 
overutilized (Fargher et al at column 9, lines 40-50) and also for meeting production goals.. 

As per claims 2, 28-29 and 31-32, storing a job definition form containing previously 
defined information indicating rights to use the resources would have been obvious to the skilled 
artisan whenever a task requires the use of a particular resource.. Having a resource manager, a 
job monitor and the scheduler exchanging the rights to use the resources among the groups 
according to the job definition form would have been obvious to the skilled artisan with the 
motivation of avoiding conflict among the groups and also to maximize production of items 
produced at the factory. 

As per claim 3, applicant is directed to column 9, line 40 to column 10, line 46. 
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As per claim 4, Fargher et al does not disclose an emergency group being allowed to 
access every resource of every group and the job monitor accepting any request from the 
emergency group for accessing a resource. Such would have been obvious to the skilled artisan 
because it is well known in the art that a manager or supervisor has the authority to access any 
resource at any given time whenever such is necessary for the advantage of the organization. 

As per claim 5, adjusting a schedule or transferring resources from one group to another 
group are suggested by Fargher et al. Note column 5, lines 16 to column 6, line 67. Note also 
the replanning, the what ifs scenarios and the dynamic release plan which are updated in response 
to machine failure. 

As per claims 6-9, 25 and 26, having a requesting unit such as a telephone, computer, 
notebook, a pager, visual Input/Output devices such as a television camera, a sensor and 
transmitter and the audio I/O unit being a microphone such that when a first group makes a 
request to use a resource of a second group, requesting the second group for permission to use 
the resource would have been obvious to the skilled artisan as these communication devices are 
routinely used for various desired purposes. 

As per claims 10 and 16, having an input device attached to a selected member of the 
second group for identifying and locating the member or a positioning unit for generating an 
image of the selected member when requesting permission to use a resource or a virtual reality 
device attached to the selected member to identify the location of the member would have been 
obvious to the skilled artisan for security purposes. 
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As per claims 1 1-1 5, the job monitor unit performing these claimed functions would have 
been obvious to the skilled artisan because changes, replanning and the transferred of resources 
and/or workers among different group of workers and/or different resource groups are made. 
Allocating a representative name to a set of resources and identically for handling the resources 
under a representative name of a given group would have been obvious to the skilled artisan in 
order to identify a member who assumes responsibility for the resources when all conditions are 
confirmed. 

As per claim 17, the input device being a head-mount display worn by a selected member 
so that the member may give permission to use the resource would have been obvious to the 
skilled artisan for identifying the member with the factory thereby providing some security 
measures in the factory system. 

As per claim 1 8, providing at least a password or an ID to prevent illegal access to the 
input device would have been obvious to the skilled artisan for the simple reason of preventing 
illegal access of the device. 
3. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantzy Poinvil, whose telephone number is (703) 
305-9779. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
8:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

The fax phone number for this Art Unit is (703) 305-0040. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 

be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

FP 

17Jan00 
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